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. ,01.08.2018 Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the appellant . 

and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. 

Farmani Gul, S.I for the respondents present. Learned counsel 

for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up 

for arguments on 24.09.2018 before D.B.

I

I

i

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member (J)

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member (E)

:

- ■ i

:■

■,

i '1

f
I ■ , ' 24.09.2018 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Zia Ullahk*

Si

I

learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Farmani Gul S.If-

for the respondents present, submitted copy of order datedi

20.03.2017 of respondent No.l and stated that consequent upon•;

L the departmental appeal of the appellant under Rule 11-A of the 

Khyber Palditunkhwa Police Rules 1975^ the appellant has been 

reinstated m service on the strength of the said order and as such

i-

f,

the present service appeal has become infructuous. Learned

counsel for the appellant also conceded the plea taken by the 

learned Deputy District Attorney that in view of the order datedt

20.03.2017 mentioned above passed during the pendency of the

i

present service appeal, the same has become infructuous.
t

Consequently the present service appeal is hereby dismissed

having become infructuous. No order as to costs. File be

consigned toThe record room.•r.;

(Flussain Shah) 

Member
(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

Member
\ \ *

t

ANNOUNCED
24.09.2018

t

t
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i Xf'¥S.A1240/2015 )•

Learned counsel for the appellant and^Mr/ Zi Learned
Deputy District Attorney alongwith Bashir Ahmad;:S.I .for respondents 

present. Learned counsel fdr the appellant seeks adjournment. 
Adjourned. To come up,fu/ arguments oh 04.04.2018 before D.B

y-'

31.01.2018

♦

(Muhamma^^m^^undi) 

MEMBER

V o-

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
MEMBER

y

Counsel for the appellant and Addl; AG for respondents 

present.^.: Representative of the respondents' not present. 

Representative of the respondent be sumfhohed in person with 

the directions to produce complete record .of the appellant on 

the next date of hearing. Adjourned. To come up for record and 

arguments on 01.06.201,8 before D.B.’ ' ,

04.04.2018

iV

mid Mughal) 
Member

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

" *

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. MuhammadMasi, DDA 
alongwith Mr. Farman Ali, S.I for, official respondents present. 

' Representative of the^^'respondent department seeks adjournment to 
produce complete record onfhe next date of hearing. Adjourned. To 

up for arguments on /» before D.B.

01.06.2018

come

(M. Hamid Mughal)(M. Amin Khan Kundi)

y

•O'
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i
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, Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt 
Additional AG for the respondent present. Requested for

22.05.2017

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for rejoinder and arguments .
on 05.09.2017 before D.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) >. 
Member

(Gul
Me

05.09.2017 Clerk of the counsel for appellant present. Mr. Kabir Ullah 

Khatta, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present. Clerk of 

the counsel for appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 24.11.2017 before D.B.

'-T,

-«li:

(Muhammad Amin Kundi Khan) 
Member

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

Learned Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Zia24.11.2017

UHah, Learned Deputy District Attorney for the

respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant

requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for

arguments on 31.01.2018 before D.B.

(MUHAMMADM-IAMTD MUGHAL)

MEMBER MEMBER

2^1'

w
< ■
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q)7.03,2pl7 Appelj^t %Qugh le^^d cpunsej pesent. Prejiminary argiiinents 

he^.4 Appellant (Head Constable) >vas disniissfd ffpm seryiee pn 

21.06.2016 on various charges of misconduct He had Ptefe^ed 

departmental appeal and seirice appeal in tinie. The learned cpunsel for 

api?ellarit submitted that no proper opportunity >Ya^ extended to him and 

that the inquiry was not conducted |n transparent maimer,
Point raised needs consideration. The appeal is admired for 

regular hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit the security and 

pracess fee within 10 days thereafter notices be issued to the respondents 

for written reply/cpmments for 17.Q4.2017

- j

ApO-l'::.^ppg-fg^
SecurioA^ icessFse >

TT

V
(ASIJEAQUE TAJ) 

‘ MEMBER

ftp ihj pp§!!ant and Me, Pashii^ 4hmad, 
ASi alQiigvvith AddL AG for the respondents prepnt, Written 

reply submitted, To come up for rejoinder and arguments on
23,05,201^ :

i7.Q4,2Ql?

V •>

i;-

■

(Muhammad Afoin Khan Kundi)
Memhor

i' *; f •'
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Counsel for the appellant present and requested(; for^5 
adjournment. Request acc'epted. To come up for prelimii^^.'*'^^^ 

hearing on 73^ 7 before S.B. ‘

t#

05.01.2017

(MUHAMMAD AAMIR NAZJR) Ji; 
. MEMBER ■ .......

p
j;

>
i.

I

Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Clerk to counsel:for]^;^;i^k '""* 
the appellant requested for adjournment. Request accepted^fTo come^Mh?! */ '

r '1!^^’V'' *
up for preliminary hearing on 22.02.2017 before S.B. " .:

13.02.2017

iiD. r v;

(ASHFAQUE tA?? 

MEMBER

's:
»‘v

22.02.2017 Clerk to counsel for the appellant
1Preliminary arguments could not be heard duc hd gchcfaMif

for prelimmaryjicarin^bnf|ff:5^||^ ,strike of the bar. 'fo come up 

07.03.2017 before S.B.

■ (AHMAD HASSAN) 

Ml-MBER

’ r'
j
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r
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Form- A

FORM OFORDERSHEET:•

V" UCourt of;
' 1240/20 1 6Case No;;■ F- ;

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateS.No.
■f: :

i-
a 21 .3

s

16/12/2016 The appeal of Mr. Khaled Khan presented today by 

Mr. Shahzada Irfan Zia Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution Register and put up to the Learned Member for 

proper order please.

1

lllf/r ; :

. Vol'i.! » i^^EGISTRAR

2- This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing 

to be put up there on -- I
;

'j€-A-^k: . *•
■i1? »

/-
1

h.

’•u

22.12.2016 Counsel for the appellant present. Requested 

adjournment. Request accepted. To come up for prelimim 
hearing on 05;01.2017 before S.B. /

or
i.

ry

!-
R)

MEMBER

ifli
p

■i

■i,

\ p ! .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

;
•;

INRE: . I
Service Appeal No. / of 2016

Khalid Khan Ex. Head Constable
iAppellant

iV.- ■

VERSUS
■r

Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through 
Inspector General of Police and others... Respondents

!

INDEX
i

iAnnexures PagesDescription of documentsS.No
1-A: •

Body of Appeal1.;
.‘A’ 0-5: :Charge Sheet2. ' ■ i;;

0-6.5 •‘BStatement of Allegations3.i;
0-7‘CVReply to the Charge Sheet4. ■;

1 8-10‘D’Inquiry Report5.
O-II..‘E’ : •Show Cause Notice6. :«
0-12:Reply to Show Cause Notice7.
13-14‘G’Impugned Order8.
0- 15:‘H’Departmental Appeal9.
0-16:T. :Final Order10.
17 -23 ^Medical Certificates11;

Vakalat Nama12.

Appellant

(Shahzada Irfan Zia) 
Advocate Higjv Court ;; ; 
13-C Haroon Marisioh, 
Khyber Bazaf, Peshawar. 
Cell #0300-9345297: /

::
Through: i*

..

Dated; /^'. 12.2016
*■

i

\
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
■ PESHAWAR

^.
Khyber'#«Wht-wkhwa‘.' '

Serviee Ttt-lbuRal,

bM.
\
i

•i.

Service Appeal No. /of 2016 piaryNo.
, y'( tkDated;Khalid Khan Ex. Head Constable 

No, 5610^ Traffic Police, Peshawar...

VERSUS

i\
Appellant

;
i

;•
1, Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Through Inspector General of Police/ 
Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
i

3. Senior Superintendent of Police, 
Traffic, Peshawar...■: Respondents

1
1
i- APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KHYBER
1 PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 •'

AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 21.06.2016 

WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED ; ■

FROM SERVICE AND HIS DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL ,?•

WAS ALSO REJECTED BY RESPONDENT N0.2 VIDE;

!
ORDER DATED 17.11.2016.i\

t

i

Respectfully Sheweth:I •;*

FACTS OF THE CASE.
■ '-Vr ■

I

That succinctly the facts which formed the background of this case afe 

that the appellant while serving as Head Const^le' a Charge Sheet | 

alongwith statement of allegations was served upon the appellant. The 

appellant submitted his reply to the Charge Sheet and vindicated his

r

*:>

; * ’
'i;

■ h
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i

• • ••y-; :
i '5..

• i

pica, and position. He vehemently denied the alleged ch^gcs but ..to his r :, 

utter dismay that his reply went unheeded. (Annexs; A, B&C)
f*

•i

I

That an Inquiry Committee was constituted to probe into the matter. 

The Inquiry Committee recorded the written statements of the appenaht;
' . ^ .V' ■' v'.:

number of witnesses/officials, who deposed against the

to save theif ^

2.>

; o‘.I

ff
' J

alongwith a

appellant and recorded false statements against him just

skin. It is strange that no opportunity of cross-examination was

s

own

given to the appellant against the said officials deposed agaiiist him and 

the Inquiry Committee made all possible efforts to prove the appellant 

guilty. (Annex: D). It is merit to mention that the copies of the 

not supplied to the appellant, therefore, he has tiCm

1

!

:
.;

statements were 

deprived of his proper defence in the case. ••r...

That a final Show Cause Notice was served upon the appellant ^bich3.

he properly replied and again denied the alleged charges,; but

21.06.2016 passed the impugnedunfortunately the respondent No.3 

order whereby he dismissed the appellant from service. (Annexs. E,

on
j

\
A.

Fi&G).

4. That feeling aggrieved from the impugned order dated 21.06.2016 the 

appellant filed his Departmental Appeal before respondent No.2 but the 

was rejected by respondent No.2 vide order dated 17.11.2016, 

hence the present appeal is being filed inter alia on the following

grounds:- (Annexs: H&I).

■ 1*

same
■;

i

:
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'I
plea and position. He vehemently denied the alleged charges but to his

utter dismay that his reply went unheeded. (Annexs: A, B&C)

I That an Inquiry Committee was constituted to probe into the niatter.2. '.V,

: ;'V

The Inquiry Committee recorded the written statements of the appellahtf >;i!
r1

■

alongwith a number of witnesses/officials, who deposed against the

appellant and recorded false statements against him just to save their
.. ' ' . ■ .. .. .

own skin. It is strange that no opportunity of cross-examination was 

given to the appellant against the said officials deposed against him ahd ;^^ ^ 

the Inquiry Committee made all possible efforts to prove the appellant 

guilty. (Annex: D). It is merit to mention that the copies of the 

statements were not supplied to the appellant, therefore, he has been, 

deprived of his proper defence in the case.

:
i

5

i

i

i

;

i
i

\.

That a final Show Cause Notice was served upon the appellant Which 

he properly replied and again denied the alleged charges,; but 

unfortunately the respondent No.3 on 21.06.2016 passed the impugned 

order whereby he dismissed the appellant from service. (Aiinexs: E,

3.
1

5

5
i

F&G).I ■

4. That feeling aggrieved from the impugned order dated 21.06.2016 the 

appellant filed his Departmental Appeal before respondent No.2 but the 

rejected by respondent No.2 vide order dated 17;11.2016,
•iv* ' • •,. > • .*'/

hence the present appeal is being filed inter alia on the following 

grounds:- (Annexs; H&I).

■ ■

same was
!

i
i! >;

!

;

•:

k
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GROUNDS:!

a. That during the inquiry proceedings witnesses were examined 

but no opportunity of cross-examination of the witnesses AVas , 

given to the appellant/accused which is a mandatory requirerheiit- 

under the Police Disciplinary Rules 1975. Due to this omission

;•.I

!

i

;

i

i

;•

the appellant was deprived of his proper defense, hence the 

Inquiry Proceedings are 

: decision, therefore, unsustainable under the law.

i

>;
smoke screen and a pfe^determined

;
!j

;

That the witnesses deposed against the appellant and recorded 

their false statements which are against the logic arid the Inqui^ 

Officer was unable to dig out the truth. It is logically impossible , 

made bogus signatures of different officers; and 

affixed their stamps without their knowledge. The statements of; 

all the officials/witnesses are doubtful.

b.

;

1' that a persont

1;

! ;•
I

: '•r

That the appellant was fell ill severely and he was suffeiing from 

Typhoid, therefore, he applied for leave time and again vyhich 

sanctioned accordingly by the competent authority, thus the 

allegations are baseless. (Annex: J).

c.
J

i*
5

;was
J

■ ■

That it was legal obligation of the Inquiry Officer;to justify thed.
«

real position. The disputed signatures of the officers involved 

should have referred to the FSL/Hand Writing Expert; for 

verification but this legal requirement remained omitted 

therefore, the net result cannot be achieved except presumptions;:

1 •:

;!

5

.1.
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4 which are not of any legal effect. In such circumstances the 

inquiry report cannot be relied upon.
:

’

i .•

'i'' ''rf'

V-

That the appellant seeks permission of this Honoin-aMe Ti^hima^^ 

to raise more legal grounds at the time of arguments.

e.

of the matter and aforementioned facts and circumstances: ofIn view

the case it is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the impugnet^ prder^c^ed

21.06.2016 passed by respondent No.3 and final order dated 17.11.2016 

passed by respondent No.2 may graeiously be set aside being illegal and void, 

directing the respondents to reinstate the appellant into seryicef wifo alh

> •

1

■;

i'.

consequential benefits.1

other relief though not specifically asked for to which the 

found entitled in the circumstances of the case may also be

Anyi

appellant is 

granted to the appellant.
i'i:

;■; 0
>̂;

Appellant \
f

Through:

(Sh^ada Irf^Z^ 
Advocate High Cou]
13-C Haroon M^sipnJ 
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar. 
Cell ^0300-9345297;

t

Dated: 12.2016

rRRTlFICATE: 'r

such Service Appeal 
in this Honourable Service

Certified that as per instructions of my client, no 

behalf of the appellant has earlier been filed 

Tribunal on the subject matter.

:

i

:on
r

/ .4
Advq lt0;>!

i
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CHARGE SHEETh

V formal enquiry as contemplated by Police Rules 1975
^ 1. WHEREAS I am satisfied that a 

is necessary and expedient. 1

that the allegations if established would call for
2. AND whereas, I am of the view 
major/minor penalty, as defined in Rule-3 of the aforesaid Rules.:?

Ik Rule 6 (1) (a) & (b) of the said Rules I,3. Now therefore, as required by

SADIQ HUSSAIN, Senior
HC Khaiid Khan No.5610/10 under Rules 5 (4) of

It.
Superintendent of Police, Traffic, Peshawar hereby charge

the Police Rules 1975 on
'{

you
the basis of following allegations:-

if That from 14.10.2015 to 03.06.2016 (231-days) you have submitted bogus
iedical documents with bogus signatures of Medical
DSP/Traffic HQrs, RI Traffic Lines, Reader to SSPATrafnc and Medcai
Superintendent of different hospitals and illegally enpyed leave for all the 

above period.

4. By doing this you have committed gross misconduct on your part.

5 AND I hereby direct you further under Rule 6 (I) (b) of the said Rules to puMn 

defence within 07-days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet as to why the proposed action 

should not taken against you and aiso state whether you desire to be heard in person.

written

received within the stipulated period to the enquiry 

defence to offer and in that case, ex-
6. AND in case your reply is not 
officer, it shall be presumed that you have no

parte action will be taken against you.

(SADIQtiUS^f IN ) PSP
Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Traffic, Peshawar.

(Competent Authority)

/

!

)

7
-~T-- io[j^

\ y
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I mmgrTPLINARY ACTION
.1 . m‘f0&m

Superintendent of Police, Traffic, Peshawar as 

of the opinion HC Khalid Khan No.5610/10 has rendered

h.-A1. I, SADIQ HUSSAIN, Senior

competent authority, am 
himself liable to be proceeded against, as he committed the following acts/omission

;
k

• M
iwithin the meaning of section 03 of Police Rules 1975.

Im
SUMMARY allegations

BWi
n That from 14 10 2015 to 03.06.2016 (231-days) he has submitted bogus 

1 bo»u, ;si,„»es .f rr*
»S"msbS M ilEgally enpy«, »«e lor .11 th.

above period.
MM9iconduct of the said accused official with 

Enquiry Committee comprising of the following
iof scrutinizing the I'i3. For the purpose 

- reference to the above allegations, an &< m
officer(s) is constituted:- iM

Mr H^^hthullah, sP/HOm. Traffic. Peshawar. iM-a. I. r;.f
•hi

Mr Ri;:^7 Ahmad. SP/C^lttTraffic, Peshaw^b.
accordance with the provision of the 

of hearing to the accused 

punishment or any other appropriate

The enquiry committee/officer shall in I*4.
1975 provide reasonable opportunih/Police Rules 

officer/official and make recommendations as to I

• i;.actfon against the accused.
Ii/ iT
t.ri(

(SADIQ HUSS|4IN ) PSP
Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Traffic, Peshawar.

(Competent Authority)

r-. .Ei
u * .1
I-'-
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DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST HC KHALID KHAN 1
:'v

, This is a departmental enquiry against HC Khaiid Khan No. 5610/10 of 
Traffic Peshawar. It is alleged that HC Khaiid Khan No. 5610/10 while posted to 

Traffic Peshawar from 14.10.2015 to 03.06.2016 (231-days) submitted bogus 

medical documents with fake signatures of SSP/Traffic, DPO Nowshera, DSP/Traffic 

HQrs, RI Traffic Lines, Reader to SSP/ Traffic and Medical Superintendents of 

different hospitals and illegally enjoyed leave for all the above period i.e 231-days.

In. this, connertion the accused officer was served with charge 

: sheet/summary of. allegations, placed under suspension on the above mentioned 

charges, his salary was stopped and an enquiry committee consisting of the 

following officers was constituted vide SSP/Traffic Peshawar Order No: 569-73/PA 

dated'03.06.2016.

/•;1

K' .

1. Mr. Habib Ullah Khan, SP/HQrs Traffic, Peshawar.

Mr. Riaz Ahmad, SP/Cantt Traffic, Peshawar. .

The accused officer Khaiid Khan No. 5610/10 in his reply to the charge 

sheet stated that during his 19/20 Years service, he has not given any chance of 

complaint to his seniors and rebutted the charges leveled against him. He stated 

that he. is patient of Typhoid and regularly attending the doctor for treatment. He 

showed his,, ignorance to have, submitted any incorrect/illegal application to the 

high-ups for genuine illness. He has requested that the departmental enquiry 

initiated against him may be filed.

To scrutinize the conduct of accused officer'the statement of HC Khaiid 

Khan No. 5610/10 as well as following police officers/PWs were recorded.

-^XT. Wahid Mehmood PSP,, the then SSP Traffic, Peshawar 

Nowshera.

\/2. Sadiq Hussain PSP, SSP Traffic, Peshawar.

v/3. HC Khaiid Khan No. 5610/10 of Traffic Staff.
I

\/'4. Zaka Ullah, RI Traffic, Peshawar.
v/5. Ajmal Khan, Line Officer, Traffic,.Peshawar.

2.

i .

now DPO

. ^
\/6. HC Nawab Khan, MM Traffic Line, Peshawar. 

,V^7. Rahirn Hussain, DSP/HQrs, Traffic, Peshawar.

ASl lariq Ahmad, Reader.DSP/HQrs, Traffic, Peshawar- 

HC rayaz Ahmad No. 215, Ex-MM Traffic Line/Peshawar, 
'^In.fiis written statement Mr. Waitid MehjrsoofT PSP DPO

has stated that he has perused tf;e attached enquiry papers initiated 
Khaiid Khan No. 561.0/10 and ail hie signatures of the undersigned (Wahid 
Mehmood) were found bogus.

Wi HCO-.J.

Mr. Sa'diq Hussain SSP Traffic, Peshavver stated in nis written 
statement that^HC Khaiid. Khan No. 5610/10 has absented himseif, from duty 
w.e.f 14.10..2015 to 03.06.2016 (.Wta! peiiod of 2j/.'-days; Grid ar'anqed bogus

Wk■m

MilMiiiilii ‘M ,:p



I•i

/ i^)(
his prolonged absence. Fuither niirratcd that the

for a number of times

. f

/medical certificates to cover
V accused official has also managed his bogus signatures 
.4asd always made his departure from the Daily Diary by sho_wing thaU^s 

ignatures/approval of the undersigned to the Roznamcha Staff.SI

HC Khalid Khan No. 5610/10 stated in his statement that his reply to
his statement in which he wants nof,,.

the charge sheet may be treated as 
amendment, addition or deletion.

question by the members of enquiry committee thatIn reply to a court . 
whether he has enjoyed the mentioned leave, he replied in positive.

In reply to another court question that whether he has personally handed 
over the mentioned leave application and forwarded by the senior officers, he

r’.f

replied in positive.
he admitted that he is granted leave'?/During other court questions 

medical leave by.the officers, however showed his ignorance about submission o
bogus applications and said that he was ill.

his statement thatInspector Zaka Ullah Khan, RI Traffic stated in
the leave applications of accused officer andnone of his real signature exists on

said that all his signature on the applications of accused officer are totally bogus.

Aimal Khan, Line Officer Traffic stated in his statement that except
1^.10.2015, 22.10.2015 and 06.11.2015 all r*. -

medical leave applications of dated 
his signature on the remaining applications of accused officer are fake.

HC Nawab Khan, MM Traffic Line stated in his statement
the medical leave applications of accused officer

• 'f

are
that his entire signatures on 

bogus.
Rahim Hussain, DSP/HQrs, Traffic disclosed in his statement thu>. 

except medical leave applications of dated 14.10.2015 and 22 10.2015 all his 
signature available on the applications of accused officer are fake. Further said, 
that the official stamp pasted on the applications of accused official have no link.

with reality and counterfeit.
ASI Tariq Ahmad, Reader DSP/HQrs, Traffic supported the

DSP/HQrs Traffic to the, extent of bogus official stamp.
version of

Traffic Line stated in his statement that 
of dated 14.10.2015, 22.10.2015 and

HC Fayaz Ahmad, Ex-MM
except medical leave applications 
06.11.2015 all his signatures on the remaining applications are bogus.

<

To verify the medical certificates/OPD Chits, Medical Superintendent Police 
Service Hospital Peshawar, was approached .vide this office, letter No. 8d/R dated

no. 2765/MS/Admin/2015-16
. 10 is

06.06.2016 who reported vide his office memo 
dated 07 06.2016 that medical OPD chits in respect of HC Khalid Khan No 
totally bogus, Further Veported that the stamps _and signatures of SNIP agid 

medical superintendent have not been verified andjound bogus.
Medicalmedical certificates/OPD Chits,Similarly to verify the 

Superintendent Khyber Teaching Hospital Peshawar was approached vide this 

offee letter No. 84/R dated 06.06.2016 who reported vide his office memo no. 
1561/RMO/l<TH dated 10.06.2016 that as'per report of the Registrar Medical "C" 
Unit there are' no medical officer in medical X" Unit IXH-. All the trainees' 
medical officer, registrar stamps are at their names i.e by p.ame_stem.ps. He

i

§



■iM “21

111
ymIflii

i' ■f: !
'K

*!S,_

; (J 3''V. nofJ' VOXI*
g’'%

^i'

FINAL SHOW r £

r! LUnder Rules 5 (3) KPK Police Rules 1Q7»^)

1. I, SADIQ HUSSAIN, Senior Superintendent of Police, Traffic Peshawar 

authority under Police Disciplinary Rules (amended in

HC Khalid Khan No.10/5610 as follows;

as competent 
1975), do hereby serve you

a. That from 14.10.2015 to 03.06.2016 (231-days) you have submitted boaus
STriffirnOre‘RrTraff°®r" "'^natures of SSP/Traffic, DPO Nowshera, 
MpHir^i c Officer, Reader to SSP/Traffic
for all the aSeTeriof and

leave

2. That consequent upon the completion of enquin/ conducted against you by SP/HQrs. 

and SP/Cantt. Traffic Peshawar for which you 

but you failed to satisfy the enquiry officer.

•;
given full opportunity of hearingwere

3. On going through the finding and recommendation of the 

officer/committee, the material available
enquiry

on record, I am satisfied that you have 
committed the omission/commission specified Police Disciplinary Rules (amended in 

1975).

4. As a result therefore, I, SADIQ HUSSAIN, Senior Suoerintenrieni- nf Police
Traffic Peshawar as competent authority have tentatively decided to impose major 
penalty upon you including dismissal from service under Police Disciplinary Rules

(amended in 1975).

5. You are therefore, directed to show 

should not be imposed upon you.
as to why the aforesaid penaltycause

6. If no reply to this show caus6 notice is received 

delivery in the normal .

defense to put and in that case

within seven dayq of its
course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you have 

j an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.
no

(

7. A copy of the finding of the Enquiry Officer is enclosed.

( SADIQ HtrSSAl' ) PSP
Senior Superintenden of Police, 

Traffic, Peshawar.

\

✓l-.r ~~~c
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S;i' ORDER

This.js an order on the departmental enquir/. initiated .against Head j 
' Constable Khalid. Khan No.5610/10. for producing bogus medica! documents from-. I 

14.10.2015 to 0j>v06.2016 (total 231-days) with bogus signatures of SSPATraffir,. dpO i 

:Nowsliera, DSP/Jatfic Hqrs, RT and Line Officer Traffic Lines,

•

;
Reader to SSPOTraffic I 

ibils and illegally enjoyed leave for all thef''

231-days. The accused official 

N0.569-73/PA, dated ,03.06.2016 and
was placed under suspension vide this office endst.

charge sheeted. An enquiry committee 
comprising of Mr-.- Hobibulah, SP/HQrs. and Mr. Riaz Ahmad, SP/Cantt. Traffic 

constituted to conduct formal departmental proceedings against the 

and submit findings within the stipulated period.

I

‘hr,* rt; ^

was 

accused official
I

2. During the course of enquiry, statements of all the 

officers/officials were recorded who categorically denied and declared their signatures 

as bogus. DSP/Mqrs., further added that die official 

applications is afso not being used by iiis office and illeqaily 

ofiicid! to fiaudulentiy use for bogus signatures. .

concerned/relevant

sffiuip/sGal found on his ; 

pi'Gpared by the accused

; '

.2'*'

■R' .
3. M..h, .Sein/ices Hospital, Pe.sliawar declared ail the 
bogus vide his letter Ho.276b7M5/Admn Pnv;-ir.

•r-
medical receijiis as 

dated 0_7.Q6.2Q16. j^MQ, Khyber
•I caching Hospital, Peshawar also disclosed vide letter N0.156J./RMO/KTH, dated r .

■ that.,,all the medical certificates in respect of the accused official
■found bogus ancfjilegaL

■'

■e iHr:
were

;
2? :

\
ThiR! enquiry committee in his findings recommended him-for 

punishment,as t|ie allegations have been proved without any shadov^/ of doubt.
major.>•

U:. .

5. On:U6.06.2016 the accused official was he^d in OR to defend himself^ . 
but he failed to ■'produce cogent ,

in support of all the allegations. Therefore, he ' 

i last opt-iortunity for defence.

reason
i

o

T-
6. TopLiy (on 21.06.2015) he submitted reply to the Final-Show 

; Notice which wab also found not satisfactoiy so he was again heard in person. But he

again failed to produce any 'evidence in support of the allegations leveled against him.
11. 
f.

From perusal of his previous service record, it was also found that the 

accused official js, a habiia.ial ubsentee eiici fourid of regularh/ 

reason, ihere are 07 oae entries found in his service record for absenting himself on 

different occasioiis out which 

(from 21.06.2013 to 16.09.201,3} 

foncltar-z of OR approved soruicci

Cause

7-
-f'.

aiiseniing himself for no

once he had abcarited hirnseT from duty for S7-clays 

ccmpi.uirii; aiji'hi-rjiY owrinffi'cj punishiTient of
-• H*

I
; !*.

:

H?.

i
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'0:^.-Q!:J:a!;i.j;n^!Mirv orricor. hi-^

5en/ice,_.recojxl._as__:^^!li-; .-^-vi-..-S:ll]^dnci...J™ii;ic}lJos?_l-^^ ■OjltionaL exchequoi- by ; 
■^^ni_QLJM_QainlonJtia^^ in j-hp fnrrr^

colLeggueS;j;|ierefore,_._HCj<M
Pakhl-nnt^hw;.

immediate^ffectland the p^nnH ho

;
iSajoying JjecjaJJeav/e^ 

MllJaadJy affect his m-hp,-
is hGcfihy 

£oilce_ Rules 1Q7S. wihK
■dismissed

Lemained absent i.e. ]4.in 7Qi.s tn n^ nsyrng- f
£tQLai231^_ysXjsireaJ,ed as wiMiniit pgy

-t

Order announced.
( SAD^-i4'Ss'feN ) PSP 

Senior Superintendeni; of Police, 
Trafhc, Peshawar.

y.^^/2016.
necessary action to:-

[;
:

'.j. ■•fi.
t. .;v-

• No. Dated Peshawar the 2 
'. Copies for information and ""

:

:
A:

1.. The CCPO, Peshawar. .
2.- DSP/Hqrs. Traffic, Peshawar.
d'. OSI . .,,^-
4. Accountant With the direction to recover Rs.280H7/- 
^ ceposit the sahie in the government treasury as per iaw!

6. SRC (along-|th complete enquiry file consisting ofl^pages)

t.

1.':
i

;

form the accused.and
:

•y.

C'

/
/ ‘v

( SADIQ Hll'SSAir-^' }' PSP 
Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Traffic, Peshawar.
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(Annex: J)V
OFFICE OF THE 

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, (/^J 
PESHAWAR

■ 'iI

Phone No. 091-9210989 
Fax No. 091-9212597

ORDKR

Ihis order will dispose oiT departmental appeal preferred by ex-lIlC Klialid Khan 

N(».56I0/1() who was awarded the major punishment of Di.siiiissal under PR-1975 vide No.643- 

■■48/PA dated 21.6;2016 by SSP-l rafric, Peshawar.

2- • Short i'aels behind Lite instant appeal are lhat the appellant while jXtstetl iit 'frafne 

Unit Peshawar was proceeded deparlmentally on the charge of producing bogus medical documctiLs 

from different hospitals witli fake signatures of SSP-'fraffic, DSP-'fraffic, RI-Traffic, I..O-Traffic,

Reader to SSP-'iVaflic and illegally enjoyed leave w.e.f 14.10.2015 to 3.6.2016 ('l'ot;iI-23l days).

3- Proper departmental proceedings were initiated against him and a committee 

comprising of Mr. Habib Ullah, SP-IlQrs: Traflic, and Riaz Ahmad SP-Cantt: 'fraffic 

constituted.. During the course of enquiry, statements of all the concerned/relevant officers/officials 

recorded who categorically denied and declared their signatures as bogus. DSP/HQrs: further 

added that the official stamp/seai found on applications of the appellant is also not used by his 

office and illegally prepared by the accused official to fraudulently use for bogus signatures. M.S, 

Services Hospital, Peshawar declared all the medical receipts as bogus vide his letter 

No.2765/MS/Admn 2015-16, dated 7.6.2016. RMO, Khyber Teaching Hospital, Peshawar also 

disclosed vide letter No.lSbl/RMO/K^'H, dated 10.6.2016 that all the medical certificates of the 

accused ollicial were found bogus and illegal. The enquiry Committee established the allegations 

against him and recommended him for award of major punishmenl. On receipt of the llndings of 

the enquiry committee, the SSi’-'fraffic feshawar issued him FSCN to which he replied. The same 

perused and found unsatisfactory, as such awarded him the above major punishment.

was

were

was

4- 1 he appellant was callctl in O.R and heart! iiim in person on, 16.1 1.2016. The 

enquiry papers were thoroughly examined. He was provitled full o]iportunity to deicnd himself but 

he miserably tailed to .produce any cogent reason in hjs favour. The allegations levelled against him 

stand proved, His retention in police department is imt justiitable and will badly effect on other 

police officials. The order passed by SSP-Traffic Peshawar is upheld. His appeal for re-instatement 

in service is rcjcctcd/filcd. ..
1

(MllHAMMAn TAIUIT) PSP 
CAPI I’AL Cn Y POIJCK OPKICKR, 

PESHAWAR
Ifil ■No, 2016

/
Copies for inf and n/a to the;- 

SSP/'fraffic: Peshawar.
PO/OASl/i?£'2ralong with S.Roll for making necessary entry in his S.Roll. 
PMC along with I’M 
Official concerned.

1/
2/
3/ !4/

(.
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COUT - PATIENTS DEPARTMENT

G-5:^80'4
S.No:

Pd tot 4096111015

Ndine: ' KriALfu 
Gender: ' MALif 

KefftrredTo; MEDICINE 
Date: -OCtor-lS 

Address; "^ESrCAA/AR,

OPD

d2 YEARS Rate; 10

i. AiTie: ii;0o:n5A
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SERVICES HOSPITAL PESHAWAR 

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
OPD REGISTRATION

Name Age^-: Sex

Department 

Hospital Yearly No.

Address.^__lu.

-Dated—

History R/-

6 / ^ -C

\
I •Clinical Examination

■ I W^v.c.(vv^

r/ ■

. '■'

AT V

KProvisional Diagnosis

y"
■ ^/<X>\

J L<S^ Kjb ■■' -.-■

i>^A

:(/\\Investig^ions
- ^ KS\ ■y

/ \\ >}\ J

I V^-LrV

^vloi’A !/■/> a't • ;-
!?1^ T9

.P.-^

■c/'.
Doctor's Signature

Sc: VU
.N • ccr

'••'i i li.-.i)'!:!!'i''

\
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_ , Peshawar 

^ Pm-gifs DEPARTMENT

lin84B

•I.;.'.N

S.No:
.,r’.V ■ ■-»-'

. Patisnt 
ID:

i^aiTie: fCHALID 
Geiider: MALE 

Referred To; MEDICINE 
Date; 22-OCM5 

Address: PESHAWAR

433896101S . OPD

37 YEARS Rate: iO

Hnie: 11;^3;39
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Khyber TeacHm|jH^|ital, Peshawar 

OUT- iS^iEi^TS department

. 189883
S.No:

V- '''^■

Patat 4537761115
tVame: KTiALfD KTi^^iV 

Gender: MALE 
Referred To:. MEDICINE 

Date: 05-NOV-15 
Address: PESHAWAR

OPD

36 YEARS Rate: 10

Time; 12:10:37
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PEASHAWAR.♦
-A -

Service Appeal No. 12,40/2gM. 

^"Khalid Khan Ex-EIead Constable (Appellant)

Versus

(Respondents)Provincial Police Officer and others

COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS..Subject:-

PITEEIMINARY OBJECTIONS

The appeal has not been based on facts.

The appellant is estopped to file the appeal.

The appeal is barred by law and limitation.
The appellant has got no cause of action to file the present appeal. 

The appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 

parties.
The appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal with clean 

hands.

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

t)

FACTS:-

Incorrect, charge sheet, and statement of allegation based on charges 

of manipulating and concocting bogus medical documents with 

forged signatures of SSP/Traffic, DPO Nowshera DSP/Traffic 

Fleadquarters, Reserve Inspector, Reader to SSP Traffic and Medical 

Superintendents of different Hospitals produced by the appellant for 

availing illegal medical leave for substantiating his wilfull and 

deliberate long absence from duty was issued to appellant. Appellant 

submitted reply in response to the charge sheet which was found 

unsatisfactory. Copy of the charge sheet, statement of allegation 

reply of appellant in response to the charge sheet are already 

enclosed as Annexure-A, B, C and D with the original appeal. 

Incorrect, inquiry committee constituted for scrutinizing the conduct 

of appellant with reference to the charges leveled against him, 

conducted detailed inquiry and submitted finding report to the effect 

that the charges leveled against the appellant were proved. The

1.

2.

inquiry committee in addition to examination of record also 

examined eight (08) witnesses. Copy of the finding of inquiry 

committee is already enclosed as Annexure-D with the original ■ 

appeal. Furthermore, Medical Superintendents Khyber Teaching



1

Q
Hospital Peshawar was approached vide letter No. 84/R dated

06.06.20r6 for verifying the medical certificate and OPD Chits 

produced by the appellant reply was received vide memo No. 

1561/R and 0/KTH dated 10.06.2016 wherein all the certificate and 

OPD Chits were reported bogus and forged. Copies of the letter are 

enclosed as Annexure-A and B respectively.

Incorrect, Final show cause notice based on the finding of inquiry 

committee was issue to appellant and his reply received in response 

to the show cause notice was found unsatisfactory. The impugned 

order was passed in the light of finding report of the inquiry 

committee. Copy of the final show cause notice, reply of appellant 

and impugned order are already enclosed with original appeal as 

Annexure-E, F and G.

Incorrect, the appellate authority passed speaking order in the 

departmental appeal of appellant. Appellant was heard in person. 

Appellant failed to defend the charges. Copy of the order of the 

appellate authority and departmental appeal are already enclosed 

with the original appeal as Annexure-FI and I. The original authority 

as well as the appellate authority have passed speaking orders in the 

disciplinary proceeding initiated against appellant. All the legal and 

codal formalities were adopted before passing the impugned orders. 

Therefore the appeal of appellant is not maintainable.

3.

4.

GROUNDS

Incorrect, according to the inquiry report appellant admitted availing 

unsanctioned and illegal leave. He also admitted producing and 

handing over the bogus and forged documents before the authorities. 

Almost all the witnesses examined by the committee denied their 

signatures on the documents produce by the appellant for 

substantiating his long wilfull and deliberate absence from duty. 

Incorrect, the inquiry committee confronted the witnesses with their 

alleged signatures on the documents produced by the appellant and 

all of them straight away stated that their signatures were forged by 

the appellant.

Incorrect, according to the finding of inquiry committee Medical 

Superintendents Khyber Teaching Hospital Peshawar was 

approached vide letter No. 84/R dated 06.06.2016 for verifying the

a.

b.

c.



a
medical' certificate and OPD Chits produced by the appellant. 

Reply was received vide memo No. 1561/R and O/KTH dated 

10.06.2016 wherein all the certificate and OPD Chits were reported 

bogus and forged.
Incorrect, the inquiry committee examined relevant persons who’s 

forged signatures were put on the documents by appellant and all of 

them stated that the signatures were not genuine and the documents 

bears their forged signatures. Since the forgery committed by 

appellant was proved. Therefore there was no need of expert 

opinion.
The respondents may also allowed to raised other point during 

hearing of the appeal;

d.

e.

PRAYERS:-

It is therefore, prayed that the appeal of appellant may

be dismissed with costs.

Provincial Poln e Officer, 
KhyberPaklitwTklT A^Peshawar. 
/"-^■'''’’’’^^spondeniNo. 1)

1-/'^
Capital City Police Officer, 

Peshawar
(Respondent No. 2)

Senior SupernTtender t 5f Police, 
Traffic, Peshawr. 
(Respondent No. 3)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1240 OF 2016.

Ex-Head Constable Khalid Khan No. 5610 Plaintiffs

VS

Provincial Police Officer KPK, Peshawar etc Defendants.

AFFIDAVT.

We respondents No. 1,2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge 

and belief and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable 

Tribunal. _—===-

PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER, 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 

PESHAWAR

A r

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFrtCER, 
PESHAWAR.

SENIOR SUPE NDENT OF POLICE, 
TRAFFIC, PESHAWAR.
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From: The Superintendent of Police, 
Cantt, Traffle, Peshawar.

To: The Medical Superintendent, KTH Peshawar. 
/R. dated Peshawar the^^//^/2Q16.g'4'No:

SUBJECT: VERIFICATION.

Memo

It is submitted that HC Khalid No.lO of this Unit has produced Medical
Certificates about his illness.

It is> therefore requested that the instant Medical Certificates may 

please be verified either it is genuine or otherwise.

Medical Certificates are enclosed herewith, which may please be
! •

returned to this office after verification.
!
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O Superinteniient of Police, 
Cantt: / Traffic, Peshawar.
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KHYBER TEACHING HOSPITAL PESHAWAR/;• I;

C/2016.iQa DATED J O /____/RMO/KTH.NO.

The Superintendent of Police, 
Cantt, Traffic, Peshawar.

To:I

VFRIFICATIQN of MEDICAI » F&VE CERTIFICATE
if Subject:

memo: Reference to your letter No. 84/R dated 06.06.2016 on the above cited

subject.
"C" WardIt is intimated that as per the report of the Registrar MedicaJ 

medical officer in medical "C" Unit KTH. All the trainees medical officer 

at their names i.e By name stamps.
there are no
registrar stamps are

All medical certificates received under letter are thoroughly checked and it 

is found that the medical ^
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Officer,
MT|I( Khyber Teaching Hospital, 

Peshawa^^;2_____Ui1 1 >■
f. •
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Il-A of

ORDER

appear und6r RiiJe
Date.......

This order is hereby passed to dispose of deparlmental ,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-197S submitted by Ex-llcad' Constable Kbalid Khan No.

5610/10. The appellant was dismissed liom service by SSP/Traffic. Peshatvar vide order Endst 

643-4S/PA, dated 21.06.2016
: No.F;

on the allegation that, he while posted at Traffic Unit Peshawar 
proceeded departmentally on the charyc ..I’ prodnemy bogus u.ed.cal rlocmucnls 

hospitals with fake si

was

IVoin tlilferent
s.enaturc of SSP/Trallic, DSP/Trallic, lU/Trafllc, L.O/Traffic, Reader to 

SSP/Traffic and illegally enjoyed leave w.e 1' M, 1 ().;
\
\ 01') lu ().'>.hd.?.()i:i ii a jik-i lud ul' J.i I day.s.Ill/

His appeal was rejected / filed by CCPO, Peshawar vide order Endst:;
No. 2015-

20/PA, dated 17.11.2016.

Meeting ofAppdlate Board was held on 16.02,2017 wherein appellant was heard m

person. Dunng hearing petitioner contended Petitioner contended that he did 

In view of long service about 21 

that the petitioner is hereby re-inslated into 

modified into major penalty

future. Thejntervening period shall 

for one year.

I'-'
not commit forgery.

years at the credit of petitioner, the Board decided 

service and the penalty of dismissal Irom service is
to (inic scale lor two years. We is warned to be careful in 

be counted towards duly, lie willnot; reiiuiin under special watch

This order is issued with Hw appro^ial !)> (he Cunii)c(cu( /Vulliuritv.

/ 67k :,2.
}

fli.v
(NAJEEB-UR-IUsHi^AN BUGVI) 

AIG/Eslablishmcnl, 
for Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhlimkhwa, Peshawar.No. S/ /fdvni

Copy of the above isT'orwarded to tlie; 

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

2. SSP, Traffic, Peshawar.
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•k, 3. PSQ to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO .Peshawar.

H. PAtoAddl:
%

IGP/HQrs: KJiyber Pakl-irunlffiwa, Pesh 
5. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khybcr'PakhUinklova, Peshawar.

awar.

6. PA to AIG/Legal, C1‘0 Peshawa r.
7. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

8. Central Regislary Cel.i. CPO.
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